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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in tills or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in tills 
country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 7, 11, 12, 15 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Windows XP In a Nutshell (Karp et al.)i. 

Regarding claim 1, Windows XP discloses a system for adjusted monitoring in a relational 
environment comprising: a registry of related applications (Figure la); at least two performance monitors 
(Figure la: Excel and Spoolsv) communicatively linked to one another (Figure 1a,b: CPU usage 
change) and coupled to respective related applications listed in said registry (Figure la); and, a set of 
adjustable monitoring parameters for each of said at least two performance monitors (Figure 2). 



' The following figures are screen shots of operational use of Windows XP Professional. 
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Regarding claims 3 and 11, Windows XP discloses a method and machine readable storage for 
adjusted monitoring in a relational environment, the method comprising the steps of: measuring resource 
values in a coupled application (Figure 3: Performance): detecting an indication arising from said 
measurement (Figure 3: CPU Usage); locating an application related to said coupled application (Figure 
4); and, transmitting a notification of said indication to a performance monitor coupled to said related 
application (Figure 1a: CPU). 
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Figure 4 



Regarding claims 4 and 12, Windows XP discloses a method and machine readable storage, 
comprising the steps of: receiving a notification of an indication from another performance monitor; and, 
processing said received notification in association with said coupled application (Figure 1a,b: Excel and 
Spoolsv relationship). 



Regarding claims 7 and 15, Windows XP discloses a method and machine readable storage, 
wherein said locating step comprises the step of querying a registry of related applications (Figure la: 
Image Name parameter represent a list of related applications in a registry). 



Regarding claim 19, Windows XP discloses a perfomfiance monitor comprising a communicative 
coupling to each of a monitored application (Figure la: Windows Task IVIanager), a registry of related 
applications (Figure 1a: Image Name parameter represent a list of related applications in a registry). 
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and at least one other perfomiance monitor coupled to a related application (Figure lb: Spoolsv coupled 
to Excel). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set 
forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of 
this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Windows XP 
Version 2002 in view of Romero (US-20050022185). 

Windows XP discloses all the claimed limitations as discussed above. 

However, Windows XP does not explicitly disclose the following claimed features: 

Regarding claim 2, a system comprising a policy engine coupled to at least one of said 
performance monitors and configured to process a policy for defining an adjustment of a corresponding set 
of said adjustable monitoring parameters based upon an indication received from a communicatively linked 
one of said at least two performance monitors. 

Regarding claim 20. a perfonmance monitor comprising: a set of adjustable performance 
monitoring parameters; and, a policy specifying limitations on adjusting said performance monitoring 
parameters responsive to detecting an indication arising from one of said monitored application and said 
related application. 



Nevertheless, Romero discloses the following: 
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Regarding claim 2, a system comprising a policy engine (100) coupled to at least one of said 
perfonnance monitors (102) and configured to process a policy (108) for defining an adjustment of a 
con^sponding set of said adjustable monitoring parameters based upon an indication received from a 
communicatively linl^ed one of said at least two performance monitors (Page 2: Paragraph 26). 

Regarding claim 20, a performance monitor comprising (102): a set of adjustable perfomiance 
monitoring parameters; and, a policy (108) specifying limitations on adjusting said perfomiance monitoring 
parameters responsive to detecting an indication arising from one of said monitored application and said 
related application. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide Windows XP with a policy and a policy engine as disclosed by Romero for 
the purpose of allowing the system user the ability and flexibility to configure the system to behave at an 
optimal level based on a cunrent condition of the system, 



Application/Control Number: 10/695.164 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2863 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 5-6, 8-10. 13-14, and 16-18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent fomn including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

Prior art fail to teach: 

Regarding claims 5 and 13, a method and machine readable storage, wherein said detecting step 
comprises the steps of: comparing said measured resource values to a pre-defined threshold; and, where 
said measured resource values exceed said threshold, declaring an indication. 

Regarding claims 6 and 14, a method and machine readable storage, wherein said detecting step 
comprises the steps of: comparing said measured resource values to a pre-defined threshold; and, where 
said measured resource values fail to meet said threshold, declaring an indication. 

Regarding claims 8 and 16, a method and machine readable storage, comprising the steps of: 
detecting said related application through a configuration of said coupled application; and, recording said 
detected relationship in said registry. 

Regarding claims 9 and 17, a method and machine readable storage, comprising the step of 
adjusting perfomnance monitor parameters responsive to said detection. 

Regarding claims 10 and 18, a method and machine readable storage, wherein said adjusting step 
comprises the steps of: loading an adjustment policy specifying limitations on adjusting performance 
monitor parameters in response to specific indications; and, limiting said adjustment of said performance 
monitor parameters based upon said policy. 
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Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the payment of 
the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue fee. Such 
submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for Allowance". 

Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments filed July 25, 2005 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

During patent examination, the pending claims must be given their broadest reasonable 
interpretation consistent with the specification. In re Hyatt, 21 1 F.3d 1367, 1372, 54 USPQ2d 1664, 1667 
(Fed. Cir. 2000). Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution, and broad 
interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more 
broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 550-51 (CCPA 1969) 

Regarding the 35 U.S.C. 102(b) rejections, Applicant argues that Karp does not teach at least two 
performance monitors communicatively linked to one another. 

Examiner's position is that Karp does teach at least two performance nrionitors communicatively 
linked to one another (Figure la: the display of EXCEL.EXE is the first nionitor and the display of 
spoolsv.exe is the second monitor. Figure 1b: the two applications are communicatively linked when 
EXCEL.exe requested a printing job, CPU usage indicated how they are linked together). 

Applicant further argues that the Task Manager does not teach a set of adjustable monitoring 
parameters for each of said at least two performance monitors. 

Examiner's position is that the Task Manager does teach of adjustable monitoring parameters for 
each of said at least two perfonnance monitors (Figure 2 indicated the adjustable parameters for at least 
the application monitors displayed in Figure 1). 
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Applicant further argues that the Task Manager does not teach of locating an application related to 
said coupled application. 

Examiner's position is that the Task Manager does teach of locating an application related to said 
coupled application (Figure 1 and Figure 4 indicated a registry of applications and where EXCEL.exe and 
spoolsv.exe are coupled to another through a printing spool). 

Applicant further argues that the Task Manager does not teach of transmitting a notification of said 
indication to a performance monitor coupled to said related application. 

Examiner's position is that the Task Manager does teach of transmitting a notification of said 
indication to a performance monitor coupled to said related application (Figure 1b CPU usage indicated 
EXCEL.exe transmitted a printing request and where spoolsv.exe CPU usage indicated the 
acknowledgement of the request). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this 
final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, 
and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory 
action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this final action. 
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Fax/Telephone Information 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tlie examiner should be 
directed to Cindy 0. Khuu whose telephone number is (571) 272-8585. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F. 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, John 
Barlow can be reached on (571) 272-2269. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Infomiation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only.. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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